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JERUSALEM IN BIBLE TIMES 



PROFESSOR LEWIS BAYLES PATON, PH.D., D.D 
Hartford Theological Seminary 



IX. JERUSALEM UNDER HEZEKIAH AND MANASSEH 
After the death of Solomon Jerusalem does not seem to have 
received any enlargement for nearly two hundred years. The 
division of the kingdom so weakened Judah that it was scarcely able 
to hold what it already possessed, let alone to attempt expansion. 
Jehoshaphat and his successors seem to have been mere vassals 
of the powerful dynasty of Omri. They are never mentioned in the 
inscriptions of Shalmaneser II, which probably indicates that Judah 
was regarded by the Assyrians as a part of Israel. The attempt of 
Amaziah to throw off the yoke of Israel was unsuccessful, and after 
Jehoash had broken down the north wall of Jerusalem, the city was 
reduced to an even more helpless condition than before. 

It was not until the northern kingdom began to decline after the 
death of Jeroboam II, in 744 b. c, that the fortunes of Judah revived. 
Israel was rent by civil war, and was attacked both by Damascus 
and by Assyria, so that during this period Judah was able to declare 
her independence. Uzziah is the first king after Solomon of whom 
any building operations are recorded (cf. II Chron. 26:9 ff.; and 
Josephus, Ant., ix, 10:3). His son Jotham, according to II Chron. 
27:3, " built the Upper Gate of the House of the Lord, and on 
the wall of Ophel he built much. " Josephus (Ant., ix, 11:2) ascribes 
to him even greater activity. Of neither of these kings is it stated 
that they enlarged the area of the city. We must suppose that their 
work was limited to repairing or strengthening the wall, so that down 
to the time of Hezekiah the city remained the same as it had been in 
the days of Solomon. Under Hezekiah and Manasseh, however, new 
walls were built; and consequently their reigns mark a new period 
in the architectural history of the city. 

Shortly before the beginning of the reign of Hezekiah the northern 
kingdom was destroyed, and Judah was left the sole inheritor of 
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This is the oldest Hebrew inscription that has come down to us. Its 
writing corresponds with that of the Mesha inscription, and there is 
general agreement that it is as early as the time of Hezekiah. It 
reads as follows: 

The tunnel. And this was the construction of the tunnel. While yet ... . 
the pick of one was over against the pick of the other, and while yet three cubits 
remained to be . . . . , the voice of one called to the other; for there was a 
zdh in the rock on the right hand and on the left. And on the day of the tunnel 
the quarrymen struck each to meet the other, pick against pick. And the water 
went from the outflow of the pool, one thousand two hundred cubits. And 
one hundred cubits was the height of the rock over the head of the quarry- 
men. 

No other aqueduct near the city can claim such antiquity as this, 
and the fact that it empties into a new pool, designed as a substitute 
for the Lower Pool, also favors identification with the conduit of 
King Hezekiah. 

II Kings 18:17 speaks of Sennacherib's messengers to Hezekiah 
as standing by the conduit of the Upper Pool which is in the highway 
of the Fuller's Field. These messengers must have come near to 
the royal residence at Ophel. If they stood by the spring of Gihon, 
whence the tunnel led to the new Upper Pool, they would be beneath 
the walls of the royal residence. The "Fuller's Field" must have 
been a place where there was abundance of water, and this can only 
have been in the Kidron Valley. If En Rogel means "the Fuller's 
Fountain," then the Fuller's Field may have been situated in its 
vicinity, and the highway of the Fuller's Field may have been the 
road that leads down the Valley of Kidron from the southeast 
corner of the city. 

In Isa. 22:9, 11, the prophet says: "Ye stopped the waters of 
the Lower Pool. Ye made also a reservoir between the two walls 
for the water of the Old Pool." This can be understood only of a 
blocking-up of the old water-course outside the city from Gihon to 
the Lower Pool of Siloam, and the bringing-down of the water through 
the Siloam tunnel to the new Upper Pool. The two walls between 
which this new pool lay were the western wall of the eastern hill and 
the new eastern wall of the western hill that, as we shall see 
presently, was built by Hezekiah. The name "between the two 
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walls" was used for the region at the lower end of the Tyropoeon 
Valley (cf. II Kings 25:4; Jer. 39:4; 52:7). 

II Chron. 32:4 f. states that Hezekiah "stopped all the fountains 
and the brook that flowed through the midst of the land." II Chron. 
32 : 30 states that Hezekiah " stopped up the upper outflow of the waters 
of Gihon and brought them straight down to the west side of the City 
of David." The word "outflow" (K2ia) is the same that is used 
in the inscription. The "upper outflow" is the old channel on the 
surface of the ground outside of the east wall of the city. Gihon is 
the Virgin's Fountain, and the "west side of the City of David" 
is the west side of the eastern hill where the Siloam tunnel comes 
out. In the light of this evidence, there is no room for doubt that 
the Siloam tunnel is Hezekiah's conduit. 

2. Hezekiah } s wall. — In II Chron. 32:5 we read: "And he took 
courage and built up all the wall that was broken down, and raised 
it up to the towers, and the other wall without, and strengthened 
Millo in the City of David." This passage is not found in the parallel 
narrative of Kings, but it is not written in the characteristic language 
of the Chronicler and must have been derived from an ancient source. 
It is confirmed by Isa. 22:10 f.: "Ye saw the breaches of the City 
of David that they were many .... and ye numbered the houses 
of Jerusalem and ye brake down the houses to fortify the wall. Ye 
made also a reservoir between the two walls." 

Two new walls are known to archaeologists, one on the north, 
the other on the south; one of these must have been the wall that 
Hezekiah built. The statement of Isa. 22:11, that the new Pool of 
Siloam lay "between the two walls," is good evidence that the wall 
of Hezekiah was the second wall on the south. That wall encircled 
the lower end of the western hill and ran up the west side of the 
Tyropoeon Valley opposite to the wall of the City of David. Before 
it was built it was impossible to speak of the Pool of Siloam as lying 
"between the two walls," and this phrase never occurs before the 
time of Hezekiah. 

This wall was thrown down by Nebuchadrezzar at the time of 
his capture of Jerusalem; but it was not completely destroyed, and 
Nehemiah was able to trace its line when he made his inspection of 
the fortifications. In Neh. 2:12-15 Nehemiah follows the line of 
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this wall, setting out from the Valley Gate at the southwest corner 
of Solomon's city. He did not ride in a northeasterly direction toward 
the Temple, as would have been the case if he had followed Solomon's 
wall; but he rode toward the Dragon's Well, which is probably the 
same as En Rogel, the modern Bir Eiyub; that is, he rode straight 
down the Valley of Hinnom. He then came to the Dung Gate, 
which is not named in the old city wall, and must have stood near 
the southern end of the new south wall; then to the Fountain Gate, 
which must have been near to the Fountain of Siloam; then to the 
King's Pool, which is evidently Hezekiah's Upper Pool of Siloam; 
and then by the Brook — that is, the valley of the Kidron on the 
east side of the city. 

The same course for the second wall is described by Neh. 3 : 13-15, 
where the wall is rebuilt from the Valley Gate to the Dung Gate, 
the Fountain Gate, the Pool of Siloam, the King's Garden, and the 
stairs of the City of David. In Neh. 12:31-37 the first company 
of Levites starts at the Valley Gate, and proceeds thence upon the 
wall to the Dung Gate, the Fountain Gate, and the stairs of the City 
of David. From these passages it is clear that Nehemiah's south 
wall began at the old Valley Gate in the southwest corner of the 
city, and ran thence around the lower end of the western hill until 
it joined the wall of the City of David at Siloam. This wall must 
have come into existence before the exile, since Nehemiah rebuilt 
on the ancient line. It is most probably to be identified with the 
" other wall without" which Hezekiah is said to have constructed. 

This second wall on the south as rebuilt by Nehemiah lasted 
down to the destruction of the city by Titus in 70 a. d. It is described 
by Josephus in Wars, v, 4: 2 : 

But if we go the other way westward, beginning at the same place (i. e., 
Hippicus), it extended through a place called Bethso, to the gate of the Essenes: 
and after that on the south it made a curve past the fountain Siloam, after which 
it also bent again on the east at Solomon's pool, and reached as far as a certain 
place called Ophel where it joined the eastern cloister of the Temple. (Cf. Wars, 
V,6:i.) 

From Josephus, Wars, v, 9:4, it appears that the Pool of Siloam 
lay outside of this wall. This indicates that it did not cross the 
valley of the Tyropoeon from the southern end of the western to 
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the southern end of the eastern hill, but that it followed the cliff on 
the western side of the pools to a point above Siloam, and there 
crossed the valley to join the wall of the City of David. By the 
circumstance that both sides of the Tyropoeon Valley were walled, 
is explained the expression "between the two walls" that is used so 
frequently of the region round about Siloam (cf. Isa. 22:11; II 
Kings 25:4; Jer. 39:7; 52:7).* 
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REMAINS OF SECOND WALL ON THE SOUTH 



This outer wall on the south, as described by Nehemiah and Jose- 
phus, corresponds with the outer line of fortifications discovered by 
Dr. Frederick Bliss in 1894. Remains of this wall have been found 
extending all the way from the Protestant Cemetery to the south 
end of the west hill. A rock scarp that seems to have been the 
foundation for a wall may then be traced on the west side of the 
Pool of Siloam to a point above the Upper Pool. The lower courses 

1 See my article on "The Meaning of the Expression, * Between the Two Walls,' " 
Journal of Biblical Literature, xxxv, 1906, Part I. 
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of masonry in this wall are ancient, and there is no difficulty in believ- 
ing that they go back to the time of Nehemiah, or even earlier. Even 
if this wall should turn out to be a later construction, it must still 
have followed the line of the ancient fortification. 

The piece of wall that Bliss discovered connecting the south- 
ern end of the western hill with the southern end of the eastern hill 
is of later origin. It was probably the work of the Empress Eudoxia, 
450-60 A.D. 

3. Manasseh? s wall. — Hezekiah was succeeded by his son Manas- 
seh, who reigned fifty-five years — the longest of all the reigns of the 
kings of Judah. At first he submitted to the authority of Assyria, 
but at the time of the great revolution of Shamashshumukin he 
joined the conspiracy, thus necessitating a refortification of Jerusalem. 
The Chronicler describes his building operations in II Chron. 33:14: 
"Now after this he built an outer wall to the City of David, on the 
west side of Gihon in the Brook and [he built] to the entering in at 
the Fish Gate; and he compassed about Ophel, and raised it up a 
very great height." The outer wall of the City of David mufet have 
been merely an additional rampart close to the old wall. The mention 
of the Fish Gate proves that the new wall built by Manasseh was 
the second wall on the north, inasmuch as the Fish Gate is known 
to have lain in this wall (cf. Neh. 3:3; 12:39). By this wall a new 
quarter was inclosed on the north of the city. The Mishneh, or 
"second quarter," mentioned in II Kings 22:14=11 Chron. 34:22, 
and in Zeph. 1 : 10, as lying near the Fish Gate, is not named before 
the time of Manasseh. Manasseh and his successors are the first 
kings who are said to have been buried in Jerusalem, but not in the 
City of David, according to II Kings 21: 18 =11 Chron. 33:20; 
II Kings 21:26; 23:30=11 Chron. 35:24. This fact suggests that 
it was the erection of a new wall that made it possible for these 
tombs to be constructed within the city limits. 

If the second wall on the north was not built by Manasseh, it 
must have been built by one of his immediate successors. Nehemiah's 
wall did not follow the line of Solomon's north wall, but a new line 
farther to the north. It was a restoration of the pre-exilic wall; 
consequently, the second wall on the north must have been built 
before the exile. In regard to the course of this wall Nehemiah, 
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unfortunately, gives no precise information. He mentions a number 
of gates and towers, but the location of these is so uncertain that they 
give us no help in laying down the line. Josephus' description of 
the second wall in Wars, v, 4:2, is as obscure as that of Nehemiah. 
It reads as follows: 
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WALL UNDER FRANCISCAN SCHOOL 



The second wall took its beginning from that gate which they called Genath, 
which belonged to the first wall; it encompassed only the northern quarter of the 
city, and reached as far as the tower Antonia. 

From this we learn merely that the second wall began at some point 
in the first wall, and that it circled around to the northwest corner 
of the Temple, but how far north it extended we are not told. 
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In lack of definite historical evidence, we are forced to turn to 
archaeology for the solution of the problem. Along the course 
of the present north wall numerous ancient remains have been dis- 
covered. Under the Grand New Hotel there is a line of huge Jewish 
stones running in a northwesterly direction. In the cellar of the 
Franciscan School, in the northwest corner of the city, a similar 
wall is to be seen. Along the entire course of the present north wall, 
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ANCIENT ARCH AT DAMASCUS GATE 



as far as the Damascus Gate, traces of the same old wall have been 
discovered. At the Damascus Gate ancient drafted stones still 
appear, and the top of the ancient gate is still seen built into the 
foundations. There is good archaeological evidence, accordingly, that 
an old Jewish wall followed substantially the line of the present city 
wall from the Jaffa Gate to the Damascus Gate. The question then 
arises: Which wall was this? Was it the second wall on the north, 
as described by Nehemiah and Josephus; or was it the third wall, 
which was not built until the time of King Agrippa? This is one 
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of the fundamental problems of Jerusalem topography, and to it 
no final answer has yet been given. 

Those who hold that the present north wall corresponds with the 
wall of Agrippa are forced to hold that the second wall lay within 
the present city limits between the north wall and the wall of Solomon. 
The objections to this view are numerous. 

1. No certain remains of a second wall inside of the present north 
wall have ever been discovered. The line of cisterns south and east 
of the Church of the Holy Sepulcher, which Schick 1 supposed to 
indicate an ancient city moat, is inadequate evidence. On the 
other hand, numerous traces of a third wall outside of the present 
city wall were observed by Robinson in 1838. 2 Great stones that 
may have belonged to this wall have been found from time to time in 
digging foundations for houses north of the city, and traces of its 
base are perhaps still to be seen in the north side of a cistern north 
of St. Stephen's church. 3 The archaeological evidence accordingly, 
so far as it goes, is more favorable to the view that the present north 
wall corresponds with the second wall, than that it corresponds with 
the third wall. 

2. Josephus (Wars, v, 7:3) states that, after the capture of the 
third, or outer, wall, 

Titus moved his camp so as to be within at the place called the Camp of 
the Assyrians, occupying all the intervening space as far as the Kidron, but 
keeping a sufficient distance away from the second wall so as to be out of range 
of missiles. 

This statement indicates that there was space enough between 
the third wall and the second for Titus' army to camp inside of the 
third, and still be out of reach of the stones and darts that the Jews 
hurled from their military engines on the second wall. No such 
space exists between the present wall and Schick's assumed second 
wall. The greatest distance between these is not more than 1,000 
feet, and at many points they are not more than 500 feet apart. 
This argument bears with equal force against all other theories which 
locate the second wall inside of the Church of the Sepulcher. They 

1 Zeitschrijt der deutschen Palastina-Vereins, 1885, Part 4. 

2 Biblical Researches in Palestine, Vol. I, pp. 465 ff. 

3 See my article on "The Third Wall of Jerusalem and Some Excavations on 
its Supposed Site," Journal of Biblical Literature, 1905, Part 2. 
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do not leave enough room between the second and the third wall 
to allow for the statements of Josephus. 

3. In Wars, v, 4:3, Josephus states that the circumference of 
the city was 2>Z stadia. If the present wall is the third wall, the 
city cannot have measured more than 27 stadia, even if all the bends 
and projections of the towers are counted in. 

4. The immense population that, according to Josephus, found 
shelter in the city at the time of the Passover points to a larger area 
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GREAT STONES IN SIDE OF CISTERN 



than that included by the present north wall. The calculation of 
Cestius from the number of paschal lambs (Wars, vi, 9:3) would give 
a population not far from 3,000,000 at the time of the feast. Accord- 
ing to Wars, vi, 9:3, 1,100,000 perished at the time of Titus' siege. 
5. Ant,, xx, 4:3, states that the outer wall was 3 stadia distant 
from the monument of Queen Helena. This monument is identi- 
fied, with a high degree of probability, with the so-called Tombs of 
the Kings near the present residence of the Anglican bishop, but 
it is at least 4 stadia from the present city wall. 
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6. According to Wars, ii, 19:4, and v, 2:3, Titus pitched his 
camp on Scopus, 7 stadia distant from the city. Scopus is doubtless 
the high plateau north of W&dy ej-Jdz, and it is considerably more 
than 7 stadia from the present north wall. 

Those who identify the third wall with the present north wall 
are compelled to assert that in all these passages Josephus exaggerates 
the size of the city; but no reason for exaggeration appears, and 
the consistency of his statements with one another indicates rather 
that he has told the truth. 

It appears, accordingly, that the weight of evidence is in favor 
of the view that the remains near the present north wall are to be 
identified with the ancient second north wall. This would probably 
never have been questioned but for the bearing of the discussion upon 
the genuineness of the traditional Holy Sepulcher. According to 
Matt. 27:32; Mark 15:20; John 19:17, 20, 41; Heb. 13:12, Christ 
was crucified and buried outside of the city wall — that is, outside of 
the second wall on the north, since Agrippa's wall had not yet been 
built. If the second wall be identified with the present north wall, 
then the Church of the Holy Sepulcher lies inside of the second wall, 
and cannot be the genuine site of the crucifixion and entombment. 
It is this fact which has led so many writers to struggle against the 
identification of the old second wall with the present north wall. 
All their efforts, however, have proved unavailing to produce valid 
archaeological evidence of the existence of an ancient wall inside of 
the Church of the Sepulcher. I assume, accordingly, that the north 
wall of Nehemhh, which I suppose to have been first erected by 
Manasseh, started at the old Corner Gate— that is, the modern 
Jaffa Gate; followed the line of wall under the Grand New Hotel; 
ran thence in a northwesterly direction parallel to the present city wall 
to the ruins known as Qal&t-Jaltid, near the northwest corner of the 
city; and then followed the present line of the city wall as far as the 
Damascus Gate. Thence it ran probably over the high cliff cast 
of the Damascus Gate, and thence in a southeasterly direction to the 
northeast corner of the Temple. The quarter north of the Temple 
known as Bezetha is distinctly stated by Josephus to have lain out- 
side of the second wdl (Ant., xvii, 10:2; Wars, ii, 3:1; v, 4:2); 
consequently, that wall cannot have followed the course of the present 
city wall around the northeast corner of the city. 



